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Results from RHUBC-I Analysis

Following RHUBC-I, the Water Vapor continuum coefficients

were updated to obtain the MT_CKD 2.4 continuum model. [1]

Compared to the previous model (CKD 2.4), the continuum

(3) QRLC Zonal mean cross section K day™ CESM Simulations
0.08

The Control Run:

0.06 CESM v1.0, with CAM 5.0 [2], using RRTMg with CKD 2.4 as the
radiation parameterization (this is the CAM5 default)

0.04 The Experimental Run:
CAM 5.0 modified to use MT_CKD 2.4; otherwise identical to control
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No robust changes in large-scale dynamical fields (U, V, Omega)
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